THL'S OPI NI ON WAS NOT__WRI TTEN FOR PUBLI CATI ON

The opinion in support of the decision being entered
today (1) was not witten for publication in a | aw
journal and (2) is not binding precedent of the Board.
Paper No. 19

UNI TED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFI CE

BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS
AND | NTERFERENCES

Ex parte WALTER A. HELBI G

Appeal No. 95-3019
Application No. 08/124, 954!

ON BRI EF

Bef ore HAI RSTON, BARRETT and CARM CHAEL, Adninistrative Patent
Judges.

HAI RSTON, Adnini strative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection? of clains 1
t hrough 3.
The di scl osed invention relates to a nethod and appar at us
for providing access to a conputer.
Caimlis illustrative of the clainmed invention, and it

reads as foll ows:

! Application for patent filed Septenber 21, 1993.

2 Neither of the Amendnents After Final (paper nunbers 7
and 9) was entered by the exam ner (paper nunbers 8 and 10).
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1. A trusted conputing system conpri sing:

a conputing apparatus including a keyboard port, and
responsi ve to keyboard signals applied to said keyboard port;

a keyboard including a plurality of keys and an out put port,
for generating, at said output port of said keyboard, keyboard
signals representing keystrokes;

a card reader electrically and nechanically coupled to said
out put port of said keyboard and to said keyboard port of said
conputi ng apparatus, said card reader being for electrically
coupling a renoveabl e access control card to said keyboard out put
port and to said keyboard port of said conputing apparatus; and

a plurality of renovabl e access cards, each of which is
physically arranged to be nmechanically and electrically coupl ed
to said card reader, each of said access cards including nenory
means prel oaded with personal identification information, and
conpari son neans coupled to said nenory neans, for, when inserted
into said card reader, assumng first and second nodes of
operation, and for, in said first node of operation, conparing
sai d keyboard signals with said personal identification
information, and for, when said conparison matches said keyboard
signals with said personal identification information, swtching
to said second node of operation, and for, in said second node of
operation, coupling said keyboard signals to said keyboard port
of said conputing apparat us.

The reference relied on by the exam ner is:
McC ung et al. (MO ung) 4,951, 249 Aug. 21, 1990

Clainms 1 and 3 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 8§ 102(b) as
bei ng antici pated by M ung.

Claim2 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 8§ 103 as being
unpat ent abl e over MC ung.

Reference is nmade to the brief and the answer for the
respective positions of the appellant and the exam ner.
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OPI NI ON

Al t hough “McClung et al (’249) uses a card inserted into a
card reader to identify the user to the conputer” (Fina
rejection, page 2), and the magnetically encoded identification
card contains information (colum 6, line 65 through colum 7,
line 32), we agree with appellant’s argunents (Brief, pages 6
through 9) that the renovabl e access card in McCl ung contains
card identification informati on as opposed to a user’s personal
identification information, and | acks a conpari son neans for
conpari ng keyboard signals with the stored persona
identification information. The exam ner’s argunment (Answer,
page 4) that the “‘security systemcircuit board (item 102) in
McC ung et al (’249)” perfornms the clained functions is in error
because wi thout a conparison neans | ocated on the access card,
McClung is incapable of perform ng the conparison operation and

subsequent operations required by the clains on appeal.
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| nasnuch as the access card in McCung |acks a nenory with a
user’s personal identification information stored therein, and a
conparator, all of the rejections based upon the teachings of
McCl ung are reversed.

DECI SI ON

The decision of the exam ner rejecting clains 1 and 3 under
35 U S.C 8§ 102(b), and claim 2 under 35 U S.C. 8 103 is
rever sed.

REVERSED

JAMVES T. CARM CHAEL
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

KENNETH W HAI RSTON )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )

)

)

) BOARD OF PATENT
LEE E. BARRETT ) APPEALS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) AND

) | NTERFERENCES

)

)

)

)

)
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